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Tlus 已<;~aj IS a lJ istorical demonstration on lhe J 】了。 found!y pragmatic 

dlaractcr ()f ConrUclan sιholar-;hip，、 ia a descnption of the Sun且 (9刮)

1279) COl lfuclans' hcrmcneutlcal debat巳s üver the MertCl US. Schclarly 

dcbales in Confucianismαre thcmselves poltti凹1 \vranglings ovcr legitima 

tion 01' a p的 lilical instiluiion , policy dccision , and i[s implcmcntation 

Such a phen()lllcnon is rarc\、 secn else\vhere in <he world 

I1lis e:、 say has tlncc scctio l1i" Scclion A speciiï 巴拉 why the 恥1cnciu:，

ontrovcrsies took place in thc Sun且叮位 lhe four 叫山的 (llat carapulted 

lhe 司ICl1cÍus In[o a ~lo了1江 ccnler of dcbalc.~ during Lhc Sung .years 

Scclion B c! ctaib whar thc debatcs wc扭曲out ， t he contellts 山d pr叫cs-;es

0 1' the凡巳 :VlcnCl us-conlroversi已s be! ween thc pro一 Mencius schülar-officials 

[lnd Ihe äntí-f叫enclans. Sect lOn C 已)l1cl udcs 丸，vlth so口lC no、 el implications 

O!l Chllle:.e hcrmcncuric、 as poill ics 

Ào WHYTH瓦 \<1 E:'\I CHJS..CONTl是OVERSlES

1'0 l~ 三在III \\llh. we mLl~t ask three questiol1~ CGnc 二 r口Jn且 thc hls!orical 

hackgrollnd and s>gnificance of the Sung debale月 over the jHencius. (i) 

圳】Y did thc Sung scholar-of[icials dcbate 恥 cr thc Mencius ， 叩d not any 

olher wrilings'? (11) \Vhy dld thc dcbates h叩pcn speclfically during the 

Sun.[l pcriod? (i Ìl) \Vhat significancc did such a sccrningly purc scholarl) 

dcbalc ha、 c fOl ιor:.crete politiιal !ife? (1) Tlle fir5t two qlle5tions a:.k 

for ca Ll ~e心 for thc \1巳llcius dcbaies; (2) lhe last on己， when ilnSvvcred 

COIlqÍtutes th巳ir rewlt 

A.l. Th巳 fir~t I\VO quesllo l1:., why debλl c: s over thc .Alcncius and 

\vh) m the Sung pcrH吋可 C划1 bc an、wcred togcthcr by four histortca! 

..:al~c~ 山 l'ollows: (叫 CanOnJ7éltloll ()f thc /vlenclI叫 in lhc Sung pcriod , (b) 
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lhe hiSlori 仁 al Slluations b巳 t\ve巳 n ;VlenclUS' tiπle.~ ålld lhe Sun且 pcriod ， (c) 

tbc ::Vlcllcian idca! of populism bccomin且 thc ycarning targel of Sung 

COnfl1 CWIlS living 叫dcr difficult rimcs. Jnd 、 most unportantl y' , (d) Wang 

'\11 可l! i l! '浴缸10]1 tlO 11 of lh巳 'l;lenctus (l) ba~js for hlS :\CVv' Rcform movc 

口1己cl

代 l.a. 11 VIλiS during Ihc period Ol Sung dynasly thal the A1enclU 九

七(lIlle 10 bc canoOl zcd ä~ onc of thc n01C\\lorlh、 ιlassics. \Ve have fOUT 

cumul叭叭 c cvcnls \'、 hich camc logcthcr to canonizc thc lvlencius 

Empcror Chcn Tsung of Sun旦(自崇 r. 997-1021) showed respect 

for Ihc l\1cncíus by ordcring a commcntary on it to bc V，，'I l刊 cn ， amJ Sun 

Shih ( :只聽 962-1033) wrote A1eng Tzu Ytn-/ ( 古于行技) tn AD 1014 

ThcI、 Empcrür Jcn 可:，ung ( 1.一"、 r , 1022-1口的 1) of Northcrn Sun且 had a 

slOlle tablel erecled (扎 D 1061) , on WhlCh 吼叫叫CY叫 the i\;[cJl cit的 with

olhcr clghr ~talldanl Cla<;sics , wlw:h rai 月cd rhc 仙Hu.~ of thc JVfem.:n1.'; up 

10 th扎t (}f thc cla~)lc ， l T l!en ün June 2少 of 1084. Empcror Shcn Tsung 

(又作 ;j~ ， r , 1067-10S4) of \!or!]lern Sung ceJebraled l\1encius m thc Confu 

C1Ul 1巳 mpl巳三 F l'O m lhc盯 on ， .:vlcncius drcw a t1 cnliO I1 <lJnong scholars vvho 

\vrole on MenιlUS ， both pro.~ and cons 

Cl:u Hsi (宋情 HUl -allIISE r1ii. 1 J:l O-1200) 山llle to adopt thc l\1cncius 

(ll1d compllcd l11c 'Tour B印)ks" 叭 ith other th叩 e cla~~ics thc Analccls 

lhc (ìrcú[ Leilrnmg 叩d lh已成Klrme of rhe ;\<1ei1il. Flllillly , in 1313 , 

hUj)cror Jcn T~lll1g (J 宗) 0 1' Ymm (r. 1311-1 Sl)山loplcd Chu Hsi's SSlI 

Shu 仁ha抗g Ch(i' Chl Chu ( ι oil巴口巳d Comm，巴n[ann' Uπ the Four Books) 

,h a 治lalldard lexl oul 8 1' whi已h queslions are proùuced lor lhe stλle exarn 

lnallon注 From lh叫 llmc 011. thc IVlcnc1Us bccamc onc 01' Ihe "rnus t. 

le叫~ wl\ h olher lhrcc cl且品 ICS. Formcrly ihc cclchralcd phra間 was 
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"Chou、 K'ung"; now people say, 'X'ung. Meng ," indicating that Mencius 

W,iS now next in status to Confucius 

This fact of canonizaLion provoked two scholarl于 phenomena about 

the Menci lJ s: First可 the book was now paid special scholarly attention as 

one of the Classics. Yet , Secondly , Hattention" means not just veneration; 

it also meant critJqu凹， some t1mes q山te vehemen t. Peculi叮 to the 

M叫ci u. s or not , critical attenlion lo the Classics was not unheard of in 

China; the Classics 丸呵呵 merely "noteworthy ," not always unconditionally 

revered. ln any ca~e ， lt was thus that the period of Sung was the period 

dunng which rhe λ1enci u. s came to be debated over amon區 Confucian

schol ar-official s. 4 

A.l. b. The book of Mencius drew criticaI attention affiong the Sung 

scholars because rhe Mencius' situation which provoked his \vriting paral 

leled the situJ.tion of the Sung period those 叫holar-officials were in 

These two situations 、;l，I ere both characterized by peop!e's intolerable 

sufferin且 under poIitical oppr啥叫100

\1encill苛 situation of popula> miscries in latter parl of the Warrin且

Period (463-222 B.C.) VI'ere due 10 three factoγs: First , short-sighlcd 

feudal profitecring w出 so widespread that the MenCÍU8 had to open with 

a di ~cus~ion of 自己 distinc(ion between i-rightne~s (shann區) and li-profit 

(hoarding).) Secondly. there was rampant political mismanagemem 

Mencius described the situation Lhus: !hose rulers "robbcd !heir people of 

th己ir nghL se"sons , rendenn在 them unable to ti l! the l"nds to care for 

their rιrents、 who stuγve in freez叩 g cold , and brothers and families were 

scattered." (IA5) Finally可 rulers 01' his days were al1 addicted to continual 

warfare for ci1 ies and lands , for WhlCh people lied dead and rot ln the 
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Although _rvlcnci Ll.~' Sl [Ll atlυn 01 popular miseries was not Cüm!了 lctcly

oamlle!ed the Sun且 sitLl<1tion ， th巳 follawing political sitLLil tion 10 ?\orthern 

Sung was nOleworlhy: Firs !, cenlrali/.ation of political po\vcr in imperial 

courl , (> accompamcd by thc wcakening 0 1' powers of pr叩le ministcrs ,7 

strenglhenir屯。 r secunl 、 and eSp lOna且c net\vork , 5 and promotion o[ liler 

ary deb (j_t凹的 means of con.~ultatio[l COllcerlllng pclic:cs , which 

contnbuled to thc w巳akem [l且 0 1' thc military and invit以1 mVaS lOns 0 1' 

;-';-ornadlC pcoplc li liing in marginal tcrritoric可

!Vlcncius' siluation of popular miseries provcked Mencius' passional 

ldcal of pop Ll li~rn ， the peopJe-cenlcrcd go、 emmen t. It was natural, lh巳n ，

1 hal ccntr札]，玄川 100 of oowcr cturi Il[[ Sum, d丸凡 aSIV slron~lv renllndcd thc 
lνu , 

scholar-offiuals of l\tJcn Cl an ideaj~ ， ovcr \VhiCh thc、 could nol hel p but 

debaIC 

A,l.c. The lasl paragraph above deserves expandmg as a scparate 

「抗ctor rc~ponsiblc for thc :l\~cncius-debalC. Thc lopics dl~CllSSed among 

concerncd ~cholar-or[iC l(l lS \vcrc typicully the mod巳 01' govcrnmcnr (royal 

lsrn and lb lcgit1lll1ltlOn) , legllimalion of policies th♂ tm扎de DCυplc miscr 

abl巴巴IC. !'or thosc scholar-ollicials \vcrc cau巨hl in two im'ü口lpatiblc

叭 orlds: the)- wer 己 subjccts at thc impc f1 al C(1urt of polirical realit)" I.-vhlle 

thcj ycarncd aftcT the irleal 、Norld of popular happiness. Thcsc wcrεal 

lhc core of \-lellcius' wnting , and sü Men巳1 1l S ideas - Ivung-pa diqinc 

t lO n , rulcr-rul臥J relalIO Il, CIC. -- nalurally Cωn二1I1to dcb叫es 的 paγt of 

pos.~lblc forms of goverr:rn凹1

八l. d Sj叫i fïC d.ll 、 研叩μAn 沾lh ( -f 守 1-- 1021-108趴 an avid 

T巳 ader and lüver of MC IlCius , uscd :Vlencit的， lde孔 s and ideab a~ lhe basis 
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for his Reform movement、 and used his high position in the court to 

promotc ~1enciu.'> on evcry possibl巳 occasion. 9 Such a "one-sided 

favoritism" over Mencius naturally provoked an anti-Mencius sen tLment 

among '0lang's opponenls. Deba 1.es over the Mencius ensued 

A. 2. Now what was the resull of a11 this? \Vhat significance did 

such a seemingly innocent , scholarly debate over the 九1encius have for 

the 11IUy-gritty of political situation? The answer was the concrete politi

cal lmpact such controversies had , during the period , on policy decision 

and implementation可 such as on Wang's Reform movemen t. Furthermore , 

the impact went beyond such a piecemeal ad hoc manner. It went to the 

very root of political institution and manner of governance as such 

royalism or püpulism , true king or hegemony , the ruler-ruled relat lOn 

bemg relative Of absolute. Those conscientious s巳holar-o[fi ci als，巳ven

凹的時 [he royalists , may have hoped to admonish the monarchs , on impe 

rial treatment of the populace , more or less tacitly via the咕 innocent-look

ing scholarly debates over the Classic.'>.10 

One must confe刊 that rhis was 間mething unheard of in the West 

We are yeL 10 hear of canonization of Thomistic ideas provoking more 

cnlical controversi的 over Thomlsrn lh叩 1 ts veneratlO口， much less such 

scholarly dcbate.'> h 3. V111且 direct po )J tical impact on polnical lI1stitution 

policy makin且 and implementation. But t111s was \\lha1 happened during 

the oeriod of Sung dvnast、、Ve are now to see what constituted the 
A >

Ylencius-controversy in the Sun且 period
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R\司fHAT 1"1 THE 再1ENcmS-CONTRO丸 ERSI五岳

V/har nk肌j lhe anli-IVlencians and pro、 oked thcir 以mlrov巳rSles was 

M巳nclUS' dcparturc from royalism 'liVhlCh y.,'[lS the rulel 已cntcrcd 且ovcr

nancc. for !l ü:JU I! ~lll whi巳h wa~ thc I氾üplc-ccntcrcd 且ovcrnanc巳

且 pCCltJιall). 1hen cuntro、 cr可 ies \vere cunccntrarcd on three nuriona! 

areas WhlCh suppo叫 and ilre lmp !Jcd in Mcnc lUs' antl-royali<;m: (1) wang 

ρa distincl lO n. (2) ruler-rulcd rclation. and (3) \vhm thc "Tuo" rlleans. In 

thcse thrc巳 arcas ot controvcr只 lCS thc、 critically cx泊mincd thc lc且ltllllac、

01' ~ν'1cnc lU::.' anti-Tü):ali~m. Thc dehate ,> \vcnt a~ far as 10 attackin且 thc

vcry Orlhudüxy of \1c ncius 

B. l. The C了Llcial bonc of contention in :vlencius' avcrsion to rovalism 

was hlS dis1incl lOn hetween 1\\:0 kinds or rulers -- wan且不 and pa t'I. (的

l\1cnciu.~ und the pro-\lenCHl.llS took the disl lI1clion 10 b巳 that O[ humane 

lvung versμs lIlhumanc 戶a. (b) Thc anti 恥.1cncians \ook it a治 a mcrc 

dlstlllC\ lOn be1we巳n rulers uvcr hlrge territone ,> (w:mg) and those 叭 cr

small 01lCS (pu) 

B.l.a. The pro-Men巳1叩S took the dlS1inction as a moral on巳 and

!Tl or ，llit 、 .\lenC1US V1V 】 dl、 descnbed lt as the heartrelt intolenmce at 

people's suffcring (pu jen jen chih hsin , 7之至!人主 l/ )--is as absolulC [l 

prcr叫UlSll巳 üf ruleτ::.hip as it 1~ bo\h na1Urally mgraincd in us and inhcr 

己nL lTl lh巳 tcxturc of thc r.c肌 cn and cårtll thcnL~cl、 cs (2A立， 6. Ú人8).11

Ncgwvely plltlmg 1he aho\'巳凹)litical-mctaphYSlcal VJCW throws the 

wang-pμd1S 1 1llCl10n jnl ü a typic叫 ly anri-royalist rclicf. Unles ,> tllc rulcr 

lel 前 hlS suffcrin且 lntolcrant h叫rt-mind (pu Jef! Jm chih hs叭，小忍人之心)

Jead h lIl1 lo\vard 叫fering-into!eranl güvcrnmcnt 伊l-{ jen jen. chih chcng) 
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(1 .'\7 , 2.'\6)可 the world would be in horrendous misery and confusion , 

wherew the "ruler" is no legitimate ruler (wang) but a mere despotic 

rascal fit Lo be removed (IB8). The pa-ruler controls people wÌlh brutal 

force under the pretext of humaneness; the wang-ruler moves by humane 

ne品 (Jel1)

Sadly , in contrast to the legendary Three Dynasties wherein people 

lived together happil y' under one wang-ruler after another, the world of 

Mencius' days was ruled enlirely by pa-rulers; the world was all 

t1ooded" Y.ilth "fire" of 凹的eries (2A l, 3BS , 6A18). Since pa-brutality 

came from royahsm which was the ruler-centered government , Mencius 

W出 deadly opposed to royalism. Since royalist brutality was particularly 

felt i:llllong the peopJe , and since suffering-inrolerance concerned the 

people , advocating the government of suffering-intolerance amounted to 

promoli ng pop叫 ism which was the people-centered govermnent 

Thus this tvlenclan an社 pro-Mencian view effectively undermined 

royalism for populism; 出e very name and essence of "government刊

ω凹的凹的 man å.ging affairs to promote popular welfare , and nothing else • 

And this view w的 what slUck in the craw of Sung imperialism and the 

roya lJ st scholar-officials. They had to do something about it 

B.I.b. And íngenious indeed was what the anti-Mencians did. They 

had thr 己 e points: (的[Q take the wang-pa dlstinction as that between 

rulers wnh humaneness and justice (jen 仆 and those without , is otiose 

and irrc1evilnI to governance , since !lumaneness is a sine qua 11011 for 

effeclive governmem anyway , for w>thout it no politics obtains.12 The 

wang-pa dlsLinction is merely that in rank and extcnt of rulership 

Bc訓des. (b) 的e effcctivene.':.s of the pa-ruler's 且overnance over small 



Cili:1C'~ [-krm叫叫t1[.\ 泊 Po[iti叭 2斗行

Thc SU f.i三 Dc bJ tc.， 0 、 cr th~ 扎l l'Il Cill>

I Crfl1 Or!C、 OCfl VC、 from hi" allcgliUlcc to thc wung-rulcr 0、 cr va:-.t 0 I1CS.",3 

I 111泣 11、 (叫 <;lll仁巳 politlcal effeι11 vene :,s ori gmales i n h Ulllall己ne叫 “ld 

J Ll ~ 11 仁巳 (101 1). boll: lh巳 legendary Thn己e Dynasll 巳可 dnd lule ones :,uch as 

Ch'in , IJ已几 Sui. ,;lld T' ang勻 havc all becn effcctivc. thcrc arc no qualita 

l l\' e dille陀nces belween lhe Three Dynastl肘， on (he one hamJ, and thc 

laler ones , on thc olhcr 1 

B.2 A nalural and import 仇111 corollary 10 lhe above deb以 e on rhc 

wαng- pa dlSl lQcl1011 111 rulerslup , was contro、 ersies ovcr the ruler-ruled 

rclation，的 to vvhcthCT it was (a) lllcrcly rclativc alld contractual 、 or (b) 

以沁OlUlel) bind ll1g. lnhere叫 in lhe v巳門 lexlure 0 1' lhe he仙巳n Qnd c盯 th

1 hems巳 lv t:'、

R 2.a , For the pro- l\1 enciμns the ruler-rulcd relution W(.l:, (.l correlativc 

conlracl11 <J onc ThlS \ivas [\ nalur扎 1 olltcomc from ~ν'1cncius' anti-rovallst 

pupu!J叫 1: lf Ihc solc b山 lllCS、 of rul(三們hip 叭 a.~ to caTC for thc p∞plc勻

的en Ihc rulcrshlp la:"ts only so long 的 this fLl lcrship-obli呂 al lOn was 

fulfilkd "L 之 1 t !Jc rulcr takc 11i啥叫bjccrs a:-. hi.\ bafld、 and fcct. thcn lhe 

subj~cts 、hall tak~ hirn a :, thclr hc況 rr.~ and 曳。μl 峙;，.. lct thc rulcr lake his 

、 LlhJ巴C[吟出 gra~s and di叫 then ]-ns subjects shall take 11im as rhcir Ilval 

alld 巳nem:y." (~B3) ]'vl Ul g dl ';'/\1 (r.136自 9自)、入何時purt依i to havc bccn 

ficrccly n:且cd 0、 cr thl~ passagc.I-'i 

Such M~IlCl山， c(Jll trac[ual rulcr-rulcd rclation camc from two sou叫口

populi 芯III (mlfl pen) ,md lllcritocrac)-.' (shang hsten). Pupuli~m rcl叫lVlzes

rui巳閃 ]-llP 11,10 a Cünlr山 I c;泣l 仙花 rlllership is legllimated on Üm püpulist 

日 rOllnd. Funhermore. lhe rnler needed popular ll1pUlS for his effeclivc 

且0、 ~n l1ncllt 斗 (\nd rncrilonacy al'O Sc; lho')e rnure sell可 ilive and sagaclous 

a1ll0llg COillltlOn pcoplc j(}.~lkd lfllo lhc court~ of lh己 fcudal lords to ha:vc 
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their views heard可 hence ， meritocracy 的 When they were heard il1 a 

strong state , they stayed; if not heard , or else the ruJer was nol strong 

enough 10 support them, they le i't for another ru!er. Hence, contractual 

relativism within the ruler-ruled relation (cf. Mencius , 3B2 , 4) 

B.2 , b , ~aturally lhe anti-.Menclans could not put up with such a 

view subversive of imperiallsm. Th叮 attacked Mencius for inciring an 

eXlremely unde.sirab!e aftermath , disrespect an吐 disl月 alty to the rulers 

Ssu-ma Kuang (Chhn-sh1h. 1019-1086) cite吐 the historical example of 

Chou Kung asslsting King Ch'eng when the king was quite young; his 

beh泣 vior 01' respect of rank 吐Isregarded the values of virtue and age 

Mencius wamed people 10 \ia!ue virtue and age as much as rank (2B2); 

but without Chou Kung's exemplary behavior , Ssu-ma Kuang was afrai吐

that people 1I1ight ìvell become insubordinate becau~e of their pride on 

virtue and/or ageY 

Similarly. Ll Kou (李觀、T'ai 一 po 泰泣， 1009-1059) castlgated 

MenCl山 ror be ll1g 50 unrair to Chou monarchs; they were merely a bjt 

weak. 110t at all as bad as Chieh 槳， al1d did 110t deserve dislo)'alty which 

Mencius 叫vocated. 18 Cheng Shu-yu (鄭叔;但) said that Mencius wanted 

those fcuda! lords to act as lf they were legendary rulers such as King 

T' ang and King Wu, but Mencius never obtained the 印ler's instruction to 

do ~o 19 o ~o 

The 叩tl-Mencian、 further noted that \vhar made the 悶ctification of 

the namcs (cheng ming、正名) of rank-distinction work was the ruler's 

own "rectifica1Ïon of the he叫 tmind" (cheng hSIf1， 正心) in the sense o[ 

his mora! self-culti、 ation ， This was at the base of rulership. And so the 

ruler's ~elf-cultlvatjon (hs叫 yangτf娶妻)， the rectificat lOn of the (abso 
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lute) namc (cheng ming) 01' rulcr-rulcd relation , and royal managing of 

!hc \vorld (ching tun 經伶). thcsc thrc 二 \vcnl logeth巳r in a mutllally 

su~pOTtivc relation. 20 

Fundamcmally. S叩 ma K山lIlg J 口sisted lhal Li ( 也 rite) and Aling 

l 令， namc. d川inction)--thc rulcr-rulcd relalion - is absolulCly TlCCdCd 

(for thc !aw ami 0γder of our communal living). an csscntial parl ll1her巳 nt

lTI lhc vcry ordcr and tcxturc 01' thc universe. 21 Confucius fully proηlotcd 

this aspect of polirical manιgcmc江1; hc refused 10 be served by the fcudal 

lord of \Vci as if 拙， Confucius. wcrc a monarch , on the ground that 

\vould havc violarcd thc Li of namc (distinction). For Confucius 、九九as a 

mere commoncr.n Thcn Ssu-ma Kuang ci 1.cd scvcral hisloriCöl exernplary 

suhjccts \\'ho we閃 10)" 位 1 to their deaths 10 their rnonarchs. 2J Hc casti

gat已d a~"aSSlllS of rulers as never desen.ing of the name , "rightcollS" (1, 

f 、 24
CI!;; J 

日 1. Thc last puint in thc abo、 c sub-scction bnngs us 10 lwo funda 

rnental problcms: (叫 whcthcr l\kr】CIUS 、叫 s \vilhm lhe line of Confucían 

orthodox)" 的 alL \vhich in turn nuscd lhc qucstion of (b) what lh巴 basic

order of lhm耳 s amou口Is 10 , that lS , what lhc Tao (道) of the 山llvcrsc

mcan鼠， c ::， pcciall 、 in a polirical contcxt. Tllis wb-scction lrc 主 ts these 

b"sic i ::, Suc ::, a :-, ciebated by the S山19 Confucians 

日 3 已 ln lhcir dc叩 ~ration ， lhc 位nti-.:y1cncians w九cnt 叫 1 the way back 

1O th巳 rool of thlll且 s about .:y1cncllls , 扎扎d notcd thrcc obvious points about 

hlln in rcJ 以lOn to Confucius: íïrs t. Confuciu可 was not as scvcrc in cntlc17-

tn且 tlle rult凹的 Mencius did. rnuch less 10 lhc extenl 0 1" advocatin且

popu !J srn agmnsl ro)ιlJ sm; sècond , Mcncius clcarly ~tatcd lhat he was 扯

(h~Clple of Conluc lUs; and lhrcc , Confuc lUs was rhc undlsputed origin 0 1" 



250 Jourr.ui 01 Hum悶 itie~ EastlWe~t 

Confucian orthodoxy. Given these finally poin缸， the question naturally 

arose as to how orthodox Mencius was in the official line of Confucian 

ism. Anti-Mencians labored on documentat lOl1 [0 prove that Mencius was 

not an orthodox Confucian 

Since Menci肘， disclpleship under Confucius and Menci叫 anti -royal

ism hardly require documentatio凡 the anti-Mencians just culled histoncal 

materials 00 incideots of Confucius paying loyal respect to rulers 

One cited by Ssu-ma Kuang w出 mentiooed in the above sub-scction 

2.b , 00 how Confucius begged off being treated like a ruler by the feudal 

lord of Wei. 25 

Chen呂 Hou-shu ( t部事叔。 Shu-yu 叔友， ca. 1135) said , "Confucius 

said that if there were anyone who possesses him [i.e. , h1s loyalty], that 

person' would be the Eastern Chou; this was Confucil悶， t孔le heart-mind 

10 contrast, Meoc lUs lived in the land of Chou可 lived 00 the 且rains of 

Chou , and yet was wilhout the heart-miod 0[' Chou. This showcd how 

much devia<ed from Confucius Men日us w峙， despite having studied under 

ConfuclUs 心b

Io short, as Li T' ai-po succinctly summed up the contrast , ''The Tao 

of Confucius is 'The ruler be ruler-ly , the ruled be as the ruled should 

be.' The Tao of ;.Æenci凹的 'Everyone can become the ruler. ' ,, 27 

The pro-Menclans were of course not si!en t. Typically YÜ Yün-wen 

(余允文 lrca 1163 ) sa泣， "Confucius had beeo rcccived by 72 fcudal 

lords , without urging thcm to pay speclal respec[ [0 the Chou royalty 

Even lf Confucius urge且 those feuda! lords [0 b 己 loya! to the Chou 

royalty , thelf growth in strength would have eventua !ly toppled down the 
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Chou. Confucius ITl llSt have known 8.11 this which was not disccr口cd by 

tilose vuh:ar ConfuCi ans 01' tod叭 "斗的

Similar句， Chu Hsi (Hui 扎扎， 113日 12叫)) said , "ConfuclUS edircd thc 

ιmnal" of Ch'un C'h' [U to hclp 了cvivc thc dcclinin且 Chou dynasty 

::V ICll已 lU~ went about persuadlllg feudal lords to rcvivc thc [lrue] kmgl) 

wa) (wung fuo). Tl、巴ir diIT叮叮lt behaviors in diffcring timcs nonethel巴的

、harcd thc smn巳 obJ己已[，、巴 ,29 ['"or Confuciu、 Tcspcctcd thc Chou also for 

thc s2, ke of th己 h巳cefits ofωmTIl on folks. 30 

Chang 仁h lU -ch'cng ( ~ij-L"u;尺， Tzu-shao >可【， 1092一 1159) chimcd 1Il, 

“叭 ln其 Thc rulcr rc旦 ards hi 、 pcoplc as his body; lhe people regard thcir 

rulcr a心 thcir lle丘rt.'， 31 的 ld ~O. hc contmucd. "To 1'ulfill the ['ao of ruler 

rulcd rclat lO n IS to adhere to tlle love of pαJplc. Thosc who do not serve 

thc rule> 吼叫h the motl 、 e whereby Sllun ~erved Yao do not pay true 

rcspcd to lh巳1γrulers. Thos巳 \0iho do not govern p缸中lc with thc motive 

\1，:hcrdηYaoιovcrned people alllount 10 robbing (ts的 thc pcople 、rVhat

M出 Shllr: 'S motive of 咒rV lTI Q Yao? Tμkmg people a~ th巳 lop-prionly I In 

h ，、 po !J tl c: al agcndaJ. \Vhat was Y扎o's motive 01' governing peoplc? Also 

taki r: g J削ple 叭 the to;)-pnonl于 r Ln fll 日 po lL tica[ a巴巴 nda]."îl

I 'UTlI LeTlTlor巳 :\'lenClus Vv 泣污 far frmn bemg (lL spcnsablc. as \vas ofl巳n

c1 ailllcd b、 lf:e 叩ti-\len巳ldns \Vithout \'lencius lhe '/αοof Confucius 

would b\vc hccn lost 111 thc 叭。lcnt hands 01' îoul lheories. said YLi Y i.ltl 

wcn Jj Chu llsi cotcd tl:at Mcncius was thc crucial "boatman 111 the boat 

of Six Cla ，~~ics 、 p ，己，~umabJ 、 to maneuver lt through th巴 tlde呵。f thc 

TiIIlub14 

日::J b. Bul 'I\'hal 鴨山 thc Tα() 01' ConfUC1US'! Did it diffcr 1'rom rhe 

100 chumed b、 .\Jeccius'_) Tü raise tlm sorl 01' 1αo-qucsl lOns lS to go to 
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the very metap句 sical r∞I of the Sung debates 

1n sub-sections 1 and 2 above , the phrase , "ìnherent in lhe very 

texture of the heaven and earth themselves" was used to describe the abso-

lureness of both (i) human巳ness (in B. 1.a.) and (ii) rulership (ìn B.2.b.) 

The first one (i) was a C0ITll110n assumptive frame on which both pro 

Mencians and anti-Mencians proceeded their controversies. 35 The second 

one (ii) concerns the anti-Mencians' un吐erstandable interpretation of the 

meamng of the "Tao ," the ingrained principle of all 出ings. And lhese 

two pOJnts actually constitute吐 the third of the foci of content lOns 

between these two Sung rivals 

Li T'ai-po's resounding unnouncement , 'The Tao of Confucius Ís 

(The ruler be ruler• ly. the ruled be as the ruled should be.' The Tao of 

MenclUs 間， 'Eve巧ione can become tl1e ruler. ", has been mentlOne吐 abûve

in B.3.a. Li acrually bypas目d the conrent of Mencius' Tao as that of 

benevoler、ce and ju<;rice (jen l , 4 ， 義)， which entailed the disturbing 

cOllclusion that everyone thus qua!的ed for rulership can be admitted 

lheγeto ， It was thisιi<;turbing conclusion that Li was attacking by citing 

the Tao of Confucius being tl1 at of the ruler-ruled relation , eternal!y 

distinct and lllviolable 

The pro-Mencians were not slow in detecting the anti-Mencian inten 

tion. YU Yun-wen responded by saying that the great essential (ta yao , 

?川重) 01' the Tao conslsts in benevolence and justice (jen i) ," p閃sumabJy

mC 2.n1 ng thereby tl1 at the basis of the rulcr-mJed relation resides in the 

Jen 1 , which is , said Chang Chiu-ch'eng ,J& so fundamental as ne可 er to 

be negotiable by 叩y V1C1“ itudes of history. The Tao of Mencius was 

also claimed 10 be the Jen 1 by Chu HsiP 
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The ll C)shot of all thlS is <lS follnws Those who claimed lhe 1'ao tn 

bc rhat ()f th巳 ruler-rulcd rclarinn stre 'ised thc inviolabJ!J1 y (as stringent as 

t l!e ord巳r 01' the um vers巳ì 0 1' the 戶osilion of the rulc r. bccause it is parl 

0 1' lhe naLurc of lhi口gs ， lhe mherenl order of thmg!:> , Hcnce , the rulcr is 

be)'ond 叫1)" dislo) 位1 cnllques. Thosc vvho 巳 lairned thc 'fuοa'i Jen j 

:;tressαI lhc lmpO r1 unce 0 1' qualifï 巳 at lOn i.\nd critlcal cxamination of ;:hc de 

faclo ruler, a、、lí'cll as a pOlentlal in、 itaiion to any qualified persnn to 

hc 已OIllC the rul凹， becau ,>e thc qualiJïcarion is a morul 00巳 and morali可

IS 扎扎 lOhcrent part of thc tcxlure ()f thc universe whiçh includes <tny and 

311 human persons 35 

At ttllS point , we sec how muddlcd thc antl-':\lencians' argument now 

became. \\'c scc two 01' their muddlcd points 

[,'m,!, the an Li -Menc Jan ,> llll叭吋 [h巳 point whcn thcy insistcd on lhe 

al叭。lu!cncss 0 1' the rul 巳 r-rulcd relat lOn , as lf ':Vlcncius wcrc bcnl on 

tOppl111g over lhe 海巳I 、 instilutlon 0 1' royal rulership itsclf. But .:vlenciu ,> 

ne\'er dre ë..mcd 01' 1口 Sl l1 Ul ll1g a dem亡口已l1C govermnent hc never in:-.i只tcd

Oll h山 11 只 pcυplc 叫 thc rulcr. He 、、 anlcd nol pcople-rul臼 ShlP but 1氾υplc

ccnlcrcd ïU [en!up 

111 üther wo叫趴 MenclUS' intcntion was noL about rhc ll1stitution of 

rulcr~hip a~ 叫出， but on lhe true mcani月 0 1' the ruler aud lhe qualtfica 

lion of thc person claÌ1m月 [0 了 ulcrslllp; the lru巳 m凹ning or ru[eT油lp IS 

r叩pllli~m (nol dcmocracy) , and ::,0 lhe government of thc de Iacto ruler 

'i hould co叫 onn [0 this 111叫 nlllg. to qualJ fy be ll1且 a rruc mler. Mcnclus 

and ;1)'0" MCtlCl anS \vcre 11m討 separaling thc indl 、 lÙU札 1 ntler from • fl t: po:-.j 

llO n of rulcrship 帆 hcrca\ anll-.:\'l enciafl~ wcrc inslsting on sμch augusln巳峙

。 f 11~c rule了 hll日咄 if quαrulcr a、 10 be 1池)'ond any criti Cl :-.m 
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And yct , s\':印肌旬， eVell anti-Mencians themselves had tc admii 1.0 rÌlc 

nccessily of hU lTl aneness (jen) both 10 pulirical managcmcnt (for ils 巴拉GC

u 、 ene的出 W山 mcnlioned in previous B , Lb.) and in thc ruJer hinjλseif 

qua rulcr (as was lTlcnlioned in B.2.h.) 日叫， the1l, this thcir 0\'\''1"1 pOml 

ckslro、 s thcir lllsislCnCC lhal thc ruler can never 1冗 cxamined or criti 

c17ed. Bolh 111εsc points--bcing blind [0 tbc dJt"fcrcncc bctwce扒r\11er and 

rulcrshq}. lllsisting on lhe necessity o f" humanene.~s in t11e rulcr--cxpo凹凸

llluddkd illCoherence \\-"l lhin the 叩11- MenClallS' pO~llion 

Aclually , howevc r. the Sung debdles did nol prücccd in iili_,> malllìCr 

C CHJNESE HERMENEUnCS AS I'OUTICS 

It is 11Ine ïor 山 10 (1) 叫mmdTi/e wÍlat has bCCii said 泣的ur lhe SUI!g 

Confllclans' debates 0、t:r ，'1，1θ口ι ius. Th己口 (2) vve \\.ill ob :-,ervc in lhem ，ι 

Chlllcse dlSllllctness , hcrmeneullcs as poll1l已有

C. l 叭己 的rsl sur、 cy whar thc above pa且cs describcd，的e SU ïI[': 

仁onfucialls' debatc~ over tllc Alencl圳，的“(的 how 111叮Ul.llle a山ul勻

and (h) what all lhe~c dcbales wcrc about 

C. J .<1, To beg lIl \\'1巾， hO\v did theyωme about? Secliün A abdVC 

sa\ s Ih札t thcy came aboul by ，^.月 of cano叫z.ation of th己 MetlClUS dUTin且

lhe Sung period. Canoni 7alion drew critical attentiOll a1ll0 !lg scholar--()ffí 

C1以可 bUlb pro and 叩11-\kncian、 to tlle new Cla:-, sic uf 九Jenous ， Fmthcr 

lllorc , lt \\ 叫 thc situatioll m 1\-1己IlC 1 Ll 、 days of popular 11llSCIlCS wl l1心h

p叭叭 oK以 I l Il~ idca! 、 l 'hi汽 lv1cnciιlfl situation of p叫}ular miscrics paral 

kkct lh巳 SUll巴 ~lruatlOl1 of populaT miseric只 su已 h a pa[alleils叫 pro、 ükcd

lh巳 Sun且 scholar-offic !a ls to d巳eply rned Íl以 e on thc 
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abüut i1. Th己 ir scholarlv deb叫己s carne 10 bear direclly on their political 

d巳clslO ns ()V巳 r pollcies and cvcn polillCal mstitution ilsclf 

C. l. b , Then. wh叫 \vcrc all these debales about'? Scctiün B ahove 

says lbat lhc bonc of cOlltetltion was :v1cncius' shift of [olal allc革1 ，tnCe

away from tbc ccntralL-:巳d governmcnt of Cbou monarchs , relying lnstcad 

on numerous local feudal lords 10 scvcrally practice tlle b羽cvolcnt Vv'叮

of ki月1) 仰litics (wang Iω 主道) for popular v\"elfare. This was a shJt't 

to popullslll , S叫wersive of lhe avid royalism 01' Sung timc ,>. It also 50 

happcnc ci. Ihal Wang An-5hih's -:\"cw Rcform movcmcnt \'1叫 ba:、ed on 

\1cnc lLl.~: t，、 [cnc 1U s rhcrcby bc 巳ame thc t盯且ct of a江acks by the anli 、Nang

sc holar-offi c lals 

Mcnciu前 dcnial of thc absolulc suprc口lacy of Chou monarch)' 

)rovokcd hor COlltrυ、巴凹叭叭巳r Mctlciu迦 three basic notional arcas 

叭叮叮叮rl1ng hls de l1l al: wanfi-pa dlstinction , mler-rulcd rclation , ζll1d the 

lllè ，~n ll1ιof th己 Jμ0.'

l'irs1. thc ltμng-pa d的tincl lOn was taken by pro 叭!ang idealists to be 

thal bclwcen the bcncvolcnt kin且 (lvang) 01" populiqn , the p巳 oplcιenlered

Eo、 ènllnenl allc且cdly practi巳ed durin且 lhe golden days of Icleal Three 

Dynasties. On the onc h ，md，叩d lhe selfish brutal dcspor (pa) of royal 

iSlll. Ihe ruler 心enlercd govcrnmcnt c l' latcr pcriod呵。n the othcr. Thc anll 

lVlcnclus rcal i.sh. SLlch as Ssu-ma KLli1n且， however. took the wang-pa 

di~tinctlυn to be rnereJ'y lhal bct'v\它en rulcrs ovcr larιc lcrntoncsιmd 

tbosc over small ones. wilholll 山1)' qua l! iatlvc J Jffcrcnccs belween Ihese 

two 且rO Llps (nOl "kimjs") 01' rulc的

Secündl\' , thc rul巳r一叫l臥j relalion for \lencim and \Vang An-shlh \vas 

a rclallvc. conlractual occ Tilat IS. thc de I，αcio "ruler" !1l U-;[ j 叫 tïll fllS 
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obllgatioll of promoting people' 品 、九它 l 1' arc; th巳 rulcr who neglects this 

dUl) 巳鼠， ln profiteering and contmual battl巳s ， eo 11)，'、() disqualific~ 

h l1mclf from rulcrship and 1'jt~ 1.0 hc removed , forcibly lf 咄咄品ary. The 

antl 、4巳nc 1U，> royalists of Sung , ho\vc、 er ， lJ1S1stc c1 on thc etcrnal 、 alidi!)

of lhe rulcr- rLl led c11stinct lO n. the distmction of thcs巳 namcs" being quite 

叩prüpnul己 and absolutely 的iding. 1沁mg csscntial to thc ingralllcd ord訂

(J'ao) of th ll1gs 

Tblfdly, the notioll 01' ïαu for tllc j)ro-í\/fcncius officials 口lcant !hc 

principle 01' benevolence ()en) and ju~tice (力， which can and should bc 

embüdied b、 cvery reflective and virtuous p巳rSQn; sincc thc rulcr is one 

who cmbodic~ l11i:'. 'J'ao , this doctrinc 01' the Tao implies that anyone 'y\'ho 

emhodies the Tuo is fit to rulc , a potcmially sub、 crsivc doctrine of Sung 

i 1llperiali~m 

Thc 扎扎ti -:\1cnc lU:'. Confu已凹的 howcvc了， insistcd tha1 I.h己 l"uo in 

Confucius rn叫nt thc unchan且eable ordcr of thin肝、 among \vhich th月

cited the ruler-ruled cl凶 s relation. This vie\v naturallv con -,;olldatcd lhc 

royahst 日 OSl!JO曰; thc ruler-cenlered govcrn口也叫 is part of thc vcry nature 

0 1" things. Furthermore , smce ConfuCll凶 was thc foundation of Confucian 

orthodoxy. and sincc McncillS s凹ms 10 dcvia t.e from Confucius' allegcd 

lntcrp閃tallon of the Tc叫 “ 自己 essc111ial class-relations of things , 

\lencius was rejcclcd as outsidc of lhe o fJï u叫 line of Confuc 1D.n ortho

dox、

C. 2 From thc abovc rathcr slraightfoI\vard historical dcscription of 

w hut had lrar心pircd in what mi且ht be called tlle Sung "politics of 

恥，1cncius dcbates ," we see Chinese pecul!叮ities 01' hennencutics a~ polilics 

f>rs t. (a) tllc pragmalic cllaracler of Confllcian scholarship; thcn , (b) thc 
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com11100 pr巴、UD戶)~itions of Mcocius debatcs and ~hcir implications; amJ 

finally , (c) how thc same text of ;\'1enciu~ can be and has bccn interpreted 

fro Tll radically diff巳rent perspectl ves 

C.2.a , The pragmatic chara叫cr of Ivlencius-deba1.e 喝 takes two forms 

(1) lhe pragmatic origm and chιractcr of the Mcncian id叫Is ， 叩【1 (ii) the 

po l! llc,d characlcr 01' debmcs over \1cncius 

C. 2λ1 l\1ellcius' ](leals of populist humanc governmcnt were 

p日叭。kcd h) the Intolcrable mis己ries among peopl 巳 Th巳 dcbalCS ovcr 

M己flCIU、 wcrc ùTO\'okcd bv thc sinlllarilies bctween Mencius' "itualion 

and lhe 月Llr:g s. Thus th c: pr叩】1，:tIC 01'1且 ins of Mcncius' ldca\s provoked 

ctch (\fC~ ov巳 r \..ler:c iu呵， id巴拉 i 可 wllich m~turally y,,:ere intcnscly pragmatic 111 

illlplic泣 t lO n、 (1\ [ ì 

C. 2 a.li. The heat 01' seemingly l1lnOCen[ debates uvcr thc λJenciμ3 

has ShOV,'[l to be pervaded with polilic泣 1 ~cell t. The hcat was morc pohti 

cal lhan scholarly: or ralher. tllc "cholarl} Ìlcat wa~ itsclf a politic叫 one

口 cbarcs over Mencius went to lcgitllTIl ze pol山的、 ro providc grounds 

[U可 li f'、'"且 a ne、九 101ic)' propOSil l. [lnd e、 en as f(lf as to 1 巳且 1tl011ze 斗

~pecifïc pollll心 1 lr.slilutloc as 討uch (A 2 ) 

1'111 、 )s amaZ11l叭叭 c uc p陀M乙 cl hard 10 fmd parallel case~ ill the 

叭叫 '\0 dcbatcs )J, thc Wcst 0、 cr policics h的 c yCl lurncd crucially 011 

sιr. olarly discu、 S10n ][] clas可ical ~ιholarshijl. We èue .yct lo hear o[ lhc 

dcharc~ ， l[] lh巳 Illl 犯了 ial COurl of papal or ci\.ic royaltie 趴 0、 er how rclated 

A J'l SIOll 巳 S ;\:忱。 trwcheμn ιtfucs is [0 hl 日 PO{lI ic\' ， 。了 llovv "orthodo.\." 

八"只U前 lHle or AqUll:，;~ 丸之 dS ill thc i\了 1 、1υtclian lr址dition ， and thc likc , all 

loaded 叫 rh pr ，;ctic仇 1 poltcy L1llpl! cat lO ns 
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One must append here a sad note, however , The debates over the 

Mencir叫 in Sung times seemed to have been a crucial fight between 

Confucianization of politics , on the one hand , and politicization of Confu 

ciamsm , on the other. Confucianization of politics is humanizati凹，

"populism 凹的ion， of politîcal management; politicîzatîon of Confucian 

的m is legitimation of despotic manipulation by sophistic reinterpretation 

of the Confucian Classics. Sadly , the latter had won the 且ay during 

Sung , as it always has been , both before then and ever since 

1n any case , in ways such as this essay delineated, the first character 

istic of Chinese scholarship is exhibited: that it is intensely pra且matlc ，

full of political overtones. To discuss theλlencius is to debate over 

political management 

C.2.h. Equally significant i5 to no tJ ce what were f!Ol debated over , 

di叫greed upon. Tbree things at least were conspicuously absent io their 

controversies--the homo-cosmic continuum，他e ideal rule 0 1' the virtuous , 

and rhe human nature as genetically , potentially virtuous 

The fact lhat they were not debated means that they serve as a 

common back且round ， a shared assumptive frame of reference, for further 

debates oveγother policy matters. This means that no Chinese politics , 

and by extrapolat lOn, no politlcal maneuvers whatever , can afford being 

wlthout them. They have to be at least advertised ostensively as grounds 

for any policy implementation, including despotic aut叫ratic one~ such as 

those during the Sung era 

In fact , the Sung royalists were av泣 promoter寫 of government by 

vntue and equat lOn 0 1" social order (the ruler-ruled distinction) wlth vlrtue 

and mtegrily. Ssu-ma Kuang lnsisted that there CO Llld not have been a 
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dl ~ti川t lOn be川但n 1hc benevolen1 ruler und thc deSpOl1C one , because 

叭 ir !l out hU l1l札ne 、 Hlue (}f t!) no govcrnm巳口t lS pos~ible. .:l:J 

刊記 rurthcr noled rhat thc ruler-r山 lcd dislinuion ìiVaS absolutclv bind 

lng. 011 thc ground that di~l()yal subject、 and assa間tn、 of royzllty could 

not bc ..:alle付 l 了 ightcous (1)," and ~uch disloyal subjects h fl_d "no Tü Om (in 

tl!c v':'OTldj 10 日以 o lIu Tlodale lhemsclvcs": rebels such as Kuo 仁hieh (李:\

解 lυf Kuan Tung :: I}f;;叔、 dJs!ncl dcscrved 10 bc deslroyed by lhe irnpe 

r叫1 r的wer rc叩omlhlc 10τlaw and 0叫er ltl the communitv 刊 In sum , 

()n]、 virluc cffccfi 九 ely fLl lc~ lhc \vorld. and the rulcr cultivatcs himself for 

tJ-~e 心on巳叫 "namc'- 01" rulcrship.41 

八11 1111S dcmoml閃閃丸 that (ingraincd) goodncs.r., 0 1" vi r! uc i 月口eeded ， lf 

IlOt 川 (\11 ab"olulc grolllld thcn as a practi叫 1 n臥:CS~l t)- 、 for communal 

11 、 lng Thi 心 pOlnl ma、叫y ~omcthlTlg about the con"tttution of thc 訊 orld

l 

仁 2 C 11 i~ lfltCTcsling 10 llote how :Vlencius hcrmel旭uUcs dunn且 Sun

procccclcd from IWO r:\cl! c叫 l 、 differcnt pOl! tlC川的 hcrmeneutical persp巳C

'n 叫 Onc 叭山 :)oJuli~m rCDrCSCll1以 1 b)' \\-'a11且八口汽hih; t11巴 olhcr \V的

rO\dli~m 乙(1\- ocatcJ bv S~u llla 丈"叩0:. ïhc ]\Tenclu~ 把CTlb to flcλ I1 self 

10 é~CCCmmo(iJ_le the吋 1\\-'0 11ll11ua l!y opposed intcrpre11 、 e mancuvers 

11 lS instructl \'C , furlherrnοre ， 10 observe how the royu!tSls mancu 

川的 1 !hT01lgh lhc populi:-t tcxt 01' the /\:!Crlcws. They adopred t\Vü taclic刊

(1) 杭 11at cλ11 be relnl己rprcted in lhc tcxt \\'crc henncncutically tailorcd to 

thClrυCCCJll llt; IllÎ 、人 hat 已annol be 、。 ;:ailorcd were simpl于 rejectcd as p泣rI

"入A己 ilcian hClerodox 、

C.:_ , 九九')"， al c ιII bc: rel11krprcrcd \~'crc lwo: the IVαng-pμ (lJ stincl1011; 
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and the meaning of the Tao 

The first wang-pa distinction 、vas usually taken as the distinction 

between the kingly (wang) and the despotic (pa). The royalisrs reinter 

p閃閃d it as a 且 istinction between the ruler over g閃ater territories (wang) 

versus the ruler QVer smaIJer areas (pa). This înterpretatîon turned the 

qudity-distînction of 凹lershlp l11tO a quantitative one 

The second "interpretat lOl1 of the Tao" was interesting. For Confu 

cim. the roya!凹的 claimed ， the Tao means the irrefrangible Way of the 

irrcfragable normative dlstinclion between the ruler and the ruled. whereas 

the populists claimed the Tao to be the natural principle of the humane 

(Jen) and the Just (i) 

Their implications are respectively obvious. The absolute ruler-ruled 

di i>linction established the ruler's position once and for al l. The moral 

pnn 巳 lple of human nature qua human entailed that any perso l1 qualified 

to be called truly human can and should rule for the promotion of human 

已ommunal happiness 

C. 2.c ii. As 10 what were 100 clearly opposed to royalism to be rem 

terpreted away in any w峙， the royalis1s had no choice but to exp叫 gate

from the Ivlencius , 011 Lhe condescending ground Lhat Mencius himself 

vvas n01 orthodox enough to claim theÌr al1egiance. Th已有巳 insurgent ideas 

of Mencius v,'ere expressed in strong language , such as calling the ruler a 

'robber" Usc) who is "mcapable" (阿 neng、不能)， or a "mere fellow (or 

rascal) (1 肉，夫) fit Lo be kJl lcd who does nol care [or popular 

weltare. Thes巳 seditious pa明ages were expurgate且 because Mencius was 

a deviation [rom the orthodoxv of Confuc lUs 
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執/hat is instructive to note here is the fact that the same classical 

texl flexes to a considerable extent to vield different interoretations 

acωrding 10 different , even m叫LH\JJy Opp 叫 ed ， hermeneutical perspectlves 

All in a1 1, the above pages historically bear forth three hermeneutical 

truths in our Chin 己 se understanding of the classical text , as to how fu l1 of 

戶Jlitical-pragmalic implicarions Chine祖 hermeneurics IS , how much 

Chinese interpretive controversies require a common humanistic frame of 

reference , and how amcnable the Chinese claSS1Cal text 凹， to a consider

able exlent‘ to radically different interpretations 

Our cssay häS shown that a11 these three points were exhibited in lhe 

solid h刊torical factuality of the Sung Confucians' hermencutícal debares 

over the Menci肘， on popullsm versus royalism , the ruler versus lhe 

ruled , and the meaning of the Tao. Such Confucian scholarly debates 

were themselve:、 wranglings Qver legltimation of polttical institution, 

policy dccision , and its implementation. Such a Chinese hlstorical 

pheEOmcr.on 0 1" hermeneutics a~ politics IS rarely seen elsewhere in the 

world 
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中國詮釋學的政治學意涵:

宋懦的孟子學爭議

黃俊傑*

摘要

水丈注 J斗宋外叫，"fiÞ字J I拉平 J-x. ì--i 忠心的可"元下已 F耳其神個#;費 f寸

刊 d一之可?汀攻入 II~qHE 民;~-支持巾的 1'[1;:括三 竹片以治學的益保

申 ρi lkrTf t tfl次丹王透過于台咐:村干徑lllJ.'<三 jtff119 提 11:他們對吋

代政ìD: I吐血rlIY'J' J!" ì'去抖以治策略立于之不向j而係lλ情之 rfu r 學爭

J在乙引支票午 3 尊主與 l令主雙方岳悴乙也L咐:通有三 (1) '1'眉之

祥 (2) fì L;i之分 (3 )孔2-之「這」乏斜斜雪封三犬已提HhH

掉這 J/ 一焉

V 閻立 7217 大字歷史系牙之技




